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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of the Claims 

1 . This action is in response to tine restriction election filed on December 12, 2007. 
Claims 1-62 are pending. Applicant's election of Group I Species 1 (claims 1-8, 39-41 
and 62) with traverse In the reply filed on December 12, 2007 is acknowledged. 
Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the supposed errors In the 
restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an election without traverse 
(MPEP § 818.03(a)). Thus, the restriction is final. The elected claims 1-8, 39-41 and 62 
are examined. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 6 is objected to because of the following informalities: the claim should end 
with a period. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 , 6, 8 and 39-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Anderson et al., US 6,671 ,674 B1 in view of Madoff et al, US 7,099,839 B2. 

As to claim 1, Anderson teaches a method for buying and selling a product over 
a computer network, comprising (abstract): 
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• providing a host for receiving information for the offer for sale of a structured 
financial product from a first client (column 7 lines 26-34 and Figs. 10a-10b); 

• publishing the offer for sale of said product over a computer network by said 
host to a plurality of second clients over said computer network for a 
predetermined period of time (column 7 lines 1-34 and column 8 line 42 and 
Figs. 10a-10b); 

• initiating said offer for sale of said product over said network at a prescribed 
starting time (column 4 lines 64-65), 

• providing an opportunity for said plurality of second clients to bid on said 
product in real-time during said period of time (column 4 line 64 - column 5 
line 2); 

• automatically publishing to said plurality of second clients viewing the sale of 
said product each bid in real-time as each bid is submitted by one of said 
second clients, wherein a substantial number of all submitted bids are 
displayed together during said offer for sale (column 8 lines 1 1 -1 3); and 

• awarding said structured financial product to a second client of said plurality 
of said second clients submitting the highest bid by the end of said 
predetermined period of time (column 7 lines 52-53). 

Anderson does not specifically teach the buying and selling are in an anonymous 
environment , and the product for sale is a structured financial product . However, 
Madoff teaches trading a structured financial product in an anonymous environment 
(abstract and column 5 lines 34-36). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
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in tlie art at the time the invention was made to allow the trading method in Anderson's 
teaching to include trading a structured financial product in an anonymous environment 
as enunciated by Madoff for providing the traders with wider range of products for 
trading with privacy. 

As to claim 6, Anderson teaches said first client closes said auction (column 4 
line 66 - column 5 line 4). 

As to claim 8, Anderson teaches each successive bid is higher than the previous 
bid (column 4 lines 20-23). 

Claims 39-41 are in parallel with claim 1 ; thus, they are rejected for the same 
rationale. 

5. Claims 2-5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al., US 6,671 ,674 B1 in view of Madoff et al, US 7,099,839 B2, and in 
further view of Official Notice. 

As to claims 2-5, Anderson does not specifically teach said substantial number 
is a predetermined maximum amount, said substantial number is between three and a 
total number of all submitted bids, said substantial number is between three and ten 
submitted bids, said substantial number is approximately seven bids. The Examiner 
takes Official Notice that it is well known in the art that pre-set the number of 
bids/records/information to be displayed at once. Thus, It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the teachings 
of Anderson modified by Madoff to include the feature of pre-set the number of 
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submitted bids to be displayed so that the viewer would not be overwhelmed with 
excessive displayed information. 

As to claim 7, Anderson does not specifically teach when submitted bids reach 
said predetermined maximum amount, an oldest submitted bid is no longer displayed 
when a newly submitted bid is displayed. The Examiner takes Official Notice that it is 
well known in the art that replace the oldest bids/records/information with newly 
submitted bids/records/information when the displayed information reach pre-set 
allowed maximum amount. Thus, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to allow the teachings of Anderson modified 
by Madoff to include the feature of replace the oldest submitted bids with newly 
submitted bids when the displayed information reach pre-set allowed maximum amount 
so that the viewer would have the most recent bidding information and at meanwhile 
would not be overwhelmed with excessive displayed information. 
6. Claim 62 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Anderson et 
al., US 6,671 ,674 B1 in view of Madoff et al, US 7,099,839 B2, in further view of Moore, 
US 6,847,938 B1 with Official Notice. 

As to claim 62, Anderson modified by Madoff discloses all the limitations as 
discussed in claim 1 above except for storing information related to the sale of said 
structured financial product in a first database, said information comprising first data 
representing the time at which said structured financial product was sold and second 
data representing a market condition at the time of sale of said structured financial 
product, searching said database for finding particular structured financial products 
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which have been sold, and displaying the result of said search, wherein said results 
include at least one structured financial product and associated said first data and said 
second data. However, Moore teaches storing user transaction history data, and 
searching the database with a particular searching criteria, and display the finding 
records that meet the search criteria (column 4 lines 55-57 and column 36-45 and Fig. 
3). Moore does not specifically teach the transaction history stored in the database 
comprising the time and market condition at the time of sale. The Examiner takes 
Official Notice that it is well known in the art that storing transaction history includes the 
time and market condition at the time of sale. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the trading method of 
Anderson modified by Madoff to include the features of storing transaction history 
including the time and market condition at the time of sale, and searching the database 
with a particular searching criteria, and displaying the finding records that meet the 
search criteria as taught by Moore and the examiner's Official Notice for providing 
important information related to the bidding items for the bidders. 

Inquire 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mary Cheung whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
6705. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 1 0:00 AM to 
7:00 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James Trammell, can be reached on (571) 272-6712. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceedings 
is assigned are as follows: 

(571 ) 273-8300 (Official Communications; including After Final 
Communications labeled "BOX AF") 

(571 ) 273-6705 (Draft Communications) 

/Mary Cheung/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3694 
February 15, 2008 



